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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action responds to amendment filed on 7/24/2006. 

2. Claims 1-31 are presented for examination. 

3. Claims 1, 11, 16, 24 and 29 have been amended. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 7/24/2006, have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

5. In that remarks, applicant's argues in substance: 

That: neither the Farris, et al., or Griffiths patents discloses a capability to 
assign a net work location to a user for a communication session from a range of 
network location information as required in the claimed invention (page 12 
remark). 

This is not found persuasive because Farris et al., as indicated in previous 
action, clearly teaches central office assigns a register and a office equipment 
number to the off-hook line, so the SSP central office could identify caller's line 
by the office equipment number and the telephone number associated with the 
off-hook line (page 18 lines 7-35). SSP central office corresponds to the first 
network interface; register, OE number and telephone number corresponds to the 
network location address; telephone 1 A corresponds to the network user, and off- 
hook line for communication between telephone and SSP central office 
corresponds to the communication session. And the newly added limitation from 
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a range of network location is an indefinite limitation, the examiner give the 
broadest interpretation that OE number must be assigned within a finite range of 
numbers which covers the limitation "a range of network locator addresses". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

8. Referring to claim 1, 11, 16, 24 and 29, claims 1, 1 1, 16, 24, and 29 recites the limitation 
"from a range of network locator addresses", it is unclear to the examiner how "a range" 
of "a range of network locator addresses" is defined, which renders the claim vague and 
indefinite. 

9. All dependent claims are rejected to as having the same deficiencies as the claims they 
depend from. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
. section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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1 1 . Claims 1-3 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by Farris et al., 
US Patent Number 6,122,357, hereinafter Farris, in views of Griffiths, US Patent Number 
6,950,508, hereinafter Griffiths. 

12. Referring to claim 1 , Farris teaches a system for communicating user identification 
information over a communications network, comprising: 

a. a first network interface (figure 1 SSP) operable to establish a communication 
session with a network user (Col 18 lines 7-10, figure 1, user 1 A), the first 
network interface (Col 18 lines 14-18, 22-27, central office assigns a register and 
OE number to the off-hook line) operable to assign the network user (1 A) a 
network locator address (register and OE number corresponds to the network 
locator address) for the communication session (off-line session between 
telephone 1A and central office 11 is a communication session)(Col 18 lines 22- 
36) from a range of network locator addresses (OE number must fall into a finite 
range of available OE numbers); 

b. a second network interface (figure 1, IP 23) operable to process a request sent by 
the user (Col 9 lines 41-47), in the communication session (figure 4A steps 10- 

1 1), the request forwarded by the first network interface and includes the network 
locator address of the network user (see figure 5, step 38, telephone is connected 
with IP, so IP is aware of the telephones connected to it. Telephone address in 
this example is a network locator address), the second network interface operable 
to determine if an identity of the network user associated with the network locator 
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address is stored in a local memory of the second network interface (figure 4 A 
steps S12-S13, Col 19 line 52- Col 20 line 15), the second network interface 
operable to obtain additional information about the network user in response to 
the identity of the network user being stored in the local memory (steps S14-S15, 
Col 20 lines 24-32), the second network interface operable to process the request 
according to the additional information (IP terminates the operation (as processing 
the request) according to the obtaining the additional information). 
Farris does not teach the first network interface operable to authenticate an 

identity of a network user. 

However, Griffiths teaches SSP (as first network interface in Farris) is capable of 

authenticate telephone subscribers (as identity of a network user in Farris)(see Col 3 lines 

55-58, and Col 5 lines 21-24.) 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 

the invention was made to incorporate the user identity authentication in SSP of Griffiths 

in Farris such that to have Farris 's telephone subscriber being authenticated at the first 

network interface because both Farris and Griffiths teaches telephoning system with SSP 

and STP functions. 

A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Farris because having the user to be authenticated in SSP would prevent 
unauthorized use of service to occur a taught by Griffiths. 
13. Referring to claim 5, Farris as modified further teaches wherein the second network 
interface is operable to store the identity of the network user in the local memory and 
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associated the identity of the network user with the network locator address (Col 20 lines 
6-9, Col 10 lines 63-67). 

14. Referring to claim 6, Farris as modified further teaches wherein the network is an Internet 
Protocol network and the network locator address is an Internet Protocol address (Col 8 
lines 12-14, states Farris' system can be utilized in Internet network, each user could be 
an Internet based user, and each Internet based user would then have an IP address 
associated with it in a TCP/IP network.) 

15. Referring to claim 7 Farris as modified further teaches wherein the additional information 
about the network user includes at least one service to be performed on the request (Col 
20 lines 32-49.) 

16. Referring to claim 8, Farris as modified further teaches wherein the at least one service to 
be performed on the request includes rating and filtering content of an exchange of 
information with the network user associated with the request (Col 20 lines 32-49.) 

17. Referring to claim 9, Farris as modified further teaches wherein the second network 
interface associated with the request, the network locator address, and the identity of the 
network user with the first network interface (figure 4A, steps S12-S15, and Col lOlines 
63-67.) 

18. Referring to claim 10, Farris as modified further teaches wherein the first network 
interface provides the second network interface with an association of the identity of the 
network user with the network locator address upon establishing the communication 
session steps figure 4 A steps S1-S10.) 
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19. Referring to claims 1 1-16, 20-24, 26-37, claims 11-16, 20-24, 26-37 encompass the same 
scope of the invention as that of the claims 1, 5-10. Therefore, claims 11-16, 20-24, 26- 
37 are rejected for the same reason as the claims 1, 5-10. 

20. Referring to claim 2 and 3, Farris as modified teaches a system as described in claim 1, 
and Farris has taught the step of determining that there is no network user identity 
associated with the network locator address of the network user stored in the local 
memory (Col 24 line 66 - Col 25 line 1), Farris does not explicitly teach the step of 
providing the network user identity (from the user or first NT interface) to the second 
network interface in response to a query. 

However, for a system having stored data in the second network interface to 
match with incoming requests, there must be ways to have the stored data being stored in 
order to be compared in the future. The stored data would not exist without being 
provided from the system. In Farris system, the first network interface SSP is the central 
office (see figure 1), which manages all users associated data and also works as the head 
of the system (Col 9 lines 35-67). Therefore, if the stored data in the second network 
interface is being provided somehow, it must be provided from either the central office or 
from the user itself. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have the first network interface and the user to provide the 
user identity to the second network interface because the stored user data would not exist 
itself, but must be provided from the system and the user data is definitely provided from 
the user originally. 
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A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Farris because sending the query to the obtain the user identification 
provides a way for Farris system to update it's stored user data in the second user 
interface. 

21. Referring to claim 4, Farris as modified further teaches wherein the second network 
interface is operable to authenticate the identity of the network user received from the 
first network interface (Col 1 1 line 65 - Col 20 line 5.) 

22. Referring to claims 17-19 and 25, claims 17-19 and 25 encompass the same scope of the 
invention as that of the claims 2-4. Therefore, claims 17-19 and 25 are rejected for the 
same reason as the claims 2-4. 

Conclusion 

23. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

24. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Liang-che Alex Wang whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3992. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 am 
to 5:00 pm. 

26. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571)272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

27. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Liang-che Alex Wang -f) 
August 31, 2006 ~ ^ 
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